
 

BEFORE 
 

THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF 
 

SOUTH CAROLINA 
 

DOCKET NO.  2006-352-S 
 
 
 

IN RE:   Petition of Quail Hollow Utilities, )  
               Inc. For Approval Of The   ) MOTION TO CONSIDER  
 Transfer Of Its Sewer System ) PETITION ON EXPEDITED  
               To The City Of West Columbia 
 
_____________________________________ 

) 
) 
)  
                
 

BASIS AND/OR EXPEDITE 
FORMAL, CONTESTED 

HEARING  
 

INTRODUCTION 

Quail Hollow Utilities, Inc. (“Petitioner” or “Quail, Inc.”) hereby moves the 

Public Service Commission of South Carolina (“Commission”) to consider and approve 

the transfer of Quail, Inc.’s Sewer System to the City of West Columbia, South Carolina 

(“City”) at the next regularly scheduled weekly Commission meeting, because there is no 

substantial opposition to the relief sought in Quail, Inc.’s Petition, and in the 

alternative, expedite the formal, contested hearing previously scheduled in this matter.  

This Motion is made pursuant to 26 S.C. Code of Laws §§103-504, -836, -840 (1976, as 

amended), and other applicable Rules, Regulations, and Statutes.  In support of this 

Motion, Quail, Inc. shows the Commission the following: 

MOTION TO CONSIDER PETITION ON EXPEDITED BASIS 

1. Other than the South Carolina Office of Regulatory Staff (“ORS”), only 

Quail Hollow Village Homeowners Association (“Association”) (which represents only 

thirty or so of Quail, Inc.’s customers out of over five hundred seventy customers) 

formally intervened.   
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2. Neither the South Carolina Department of Health and Environmental Control, 

nor anyone else formally intervened herein. 

3.  Only fourteen customers provided correspondence to this Commission 

requesting a Public Hearing. Quail, Inc. notes that at least one of those customers has now 

withdrawn their request for a Public Hearing in this matter. Quail, Inc. has reasonable 

expectations that more withdrawal requests are forthcoming. 

4. On January 3, 2007, the Association filed and served Notice to withdraw its 

intervention herein.  Also, the Association affirmatively requested this Commission to 

approve Quail, Inc.’s Petition.  

5. The ORS has provided assurances to the Petitioner through its counsel that it 

supports a hearing on an expedited basis.  Correspondence from ORS to Quail Hollow 

Subdivision Homeowners, dated December 13, 2006, stating that ORS has no pending 

actions against Quail, Inc. and is not aware of any failure of Quail, Inc. to comply with 

Commission regulations, is attached hereto as Exhibit “A.” 

6. Based on the foregoing, expedited approval of the relief sought in Quail, 

Inc.’s Petition is in the public interest. No adverse formal intervention remains, except for de 

minimis requests for a Public Hearing.  The thirteen remaining requests for a Public Hearing 

before this Commission, out of a customer base of approximately five hundred seventy 

customers, is not substantial evidence for this Commission to require a Public Hearing. 

MOTION TO EXPEDITE FORMAL, CONTESTED HEARING  

7. In the alternative, if this Commission still believes that a Public Hearing is 

required, Quail, Inc. respectfully requests that the date for such a Hearing be scheduled as 

soon as practicable.  
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8. Quail, Inc.’s request is based on, inter alia, the contractual requirements of the 

agreement between Quail, Inc. and the City as set forth in Quail, Inc.’s Petition previously 

filed in this matter.  

9. Additionally, Quail, Inc.’s request is based on the fact that all adverse formal 

intervention has been withdrawn in this matter. 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

 Movant requests this Commission to: (i) inquire into the relief sought in this Motion; 

(ii) review Exhibit “A,” the pleadings and correspondence on file in this matter; (iii) because 

substantial opposition has not arisen, find a formal hearing is not required and that this matter 

may be decided at the next regularly scheduled weekly Commission meeting; (iv) or in the 

alternative, if this Commission still believes that a Public Hearing is required, Quail, Inc. 

respectfully requests that the date for such a Hearing be scheduled as soon as practicable, 

(v)conclude the approval sought by Petitioner should be granted; and (vi) provide such other 

and further relief, as this Commission deems just and reasonable. 
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WHEREFORE, Petitioner prays that based on the file in this matter and pursuant to 

S.C. Code Regs. §§103-504, -836, -840 and other applicable Rules, Regulations and Statutes, 

this Commission enter its Order granting the relief sought in this Motion, as requested 

hereinabove, and Petition, as previously filed.     

Respectfully submitted,   

  

      /S/____________________________ 
      William F. Austin 
      Raymon E. Lark, Jr. 
      P.O. Box 11716 

Columbia, SC 29211 
803-256-4000 
wfaustin@alrlaw.com (Email) 
relark@alrlaw.com (Email)   

    
      Attorneys for Movant Quail Hollow  
      Utilities, Inc. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Columbia, South Carolina 
January 4, 2007

mailto:wfaustin@alrlaw.com
mailto:relark@alrlaw.com
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Exhibit “A” 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
I, Rhonda G. Wimberly, an employee of Austin, Lewis & Rogers, P.A., hereby certify that I caused 
electronic copies of Quail, Inc.’s Motion to Consider Petition on Expedited Basis and/or Expedite 
Formal, Contested Hearing, PSC Docket No. 2006-352-S, to be electronically mailed on this date to 
each individual, as shown below: 
 
Benjamin M. Mabry, Esquire 
Cromer & Mabry 
1225 Pickens Street 
Columbia, SC 29201 
benmabry@cromermabry.com (Email) 
 
Nanette S. Edwards, Esquire 
Dawn Hipp 
South Carolina Office of Regulatory Staff 
1441 Main Street, Suite 300 
Columbia, SC 29201 
nsedwar@regstaff.sc.gov (Email) 
Dhipp@regstaff.sc.gov (Email) 
 
Joseph M. Melchers, Esquire 
Jocelyn Boyd, Esquire 
F. David Butler, Esquire 
Dr. James Spearman 
Public Service Commission of South Carolina  
101 Executive Center Drive 
Saluda Building, Suite 100 
Columbia, SC 29210-8411 
joseph.melchers@psc.sc.gov (Email) 
jocelyn.boyd@psc.state.sc.us (Email) 
David.Butler@psc.sc.gov (Email) 
james.spearman@psc.state.sc.us (Email) 
 
     
Jennifer Cunningham, Administrator 
City of West Columbia 
200 North 12th Street 
West Columbia, SC 29169 
jcunningham@westcolumbiasc.gov (Email)    
                                         
 /S/_____________________________ 
 Rhonda G. Wimberly 
  
 
January 4, 2007 
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